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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- : Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 

earned patent term adjustment.; See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)KT Responsive to communication(s) filed on 17 July 2007 . 
2aM This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) 03 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) i-10 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) Q Claim(s)_ is/are, allowed; 

6) H Claim(s) 1-9 is/are rejected. 

: 7)E3 Claim(s)JjO is/are; objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) ^ are subject to; restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers , 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) Q The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). . 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Specification 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

(i) With regard to page 1, line 3 of paragraph [0001] 5 the "dot" after the word 
"wavelength" should be replaced by the symbol for "wavelength," i.e., - X --. 

Additionally, the newly submitted substitute specification should be carefully reviewed to 
replace the "dot" with the appropriate number or symbol throughout the specification (e.g., see 
page 5 (lines 4, 7- 10, 22, 23), page 10, line 25, etc. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Objection to Abstract 

With regard to line 2 of the Abstract, the "dot" after the word wavelength, should be 
replaced by the symbol for "wavelength," i.e., -- X --. 

With regard to line 15 . of the Abstract, the "dot" after the number "0.15" should be 
, replaced by the; symbol for "wavelength," i.e., - X --. 

Additionally, the abstract of the disclosure is objected to because its length exceeds 150 

words (the current abstract contains 208 words according to an MS Word Count). . See MPEP 

608.01(b)' which cites 37 CFR 1.72 (b), and states: 

A brief abstract of the technical disclosure in the specification must 
commence on a separate sheet, preferably following the claims, under the heading 
"Abstract " or "Abstract of the Disclosure." The abstract in an application filed 
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under 35: U.S.C. 1 11 may not exceed 150 words in length. The purpose of the 
abstract is to enable the United States Patent and Trademark Office and the public 
generally to determine; quickly from a cursory inspection the nature and gist of the 
technical disclosure. The abstract will not be used for interpreting the scope of the 
claims. 

Emphasis in bold italics added. Thus, the abstract must be amended so as to not exceed 
the 1 50 1 word limit- Correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

The claim(s) should be reworded in idiomatic English and/or conformance with standard 
patent claim language. For example, the following should be amended or changed: 

(i) With regard to claim 1 (line 3), the "dot" after the word wavelength, should be 

„'-.'. ! 

replaced by the symbol for "wavelength," i.e., -- X --. 

(ii) With regard to claim 1 (line 26), the "dot" after the number "0. 1 5" should be 
replaced by the symbol for "wavelength," i.e., ~ X --. 

Appropriatfe correction is required. 

1 ■ • 1 j • '; ; ' < : " 

■ ' i 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form the 
\ basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shail be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the. invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 
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Claims 1 -3i are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being anticipated by Nishiuchi et al. 
(US 5,764,619). 

As per claim 1, Nishiuchi et al. (US 5,764,619) discloses a multi-stack optical data 
storage mediwn (e.g., see, mere example only, the embodiment associated with FIG. 20, col. 
47, 1. 35-col. 48, 1. 67) for recording using a focused radiation beam (7) having a wavelength X 
and entering through an entrance face (bottom side of FIG. 20) of the medium during recording, 
the multi-stack optical data storage medium comprising: a first substrate (43) having on a side 
; thereof: a first L0; guide groove formed therein, and a first recording stack (44) L 0 , comprising a 
recordable type Lb recording layer (206) (see FIG. 20), the L 0 recording layer (206) having a 
thickness dLoo in the groove (e.g., see col. 47, 11. 49-50) and a thickness d L 0L adjacent the groove 

I 

. (e.g., see col. 47, Jl. 49-50), and a first reflective layer (204) present between the L 0 recording 

i - ' ...... , i • i ; [ 

'layer (206) and; the first substrate (43); a second substrate (4 1 ) having, on a side thereof: a 

' - ' ' ' * ' : 

second Li guide groove formed therein, and a second recording stack (42) Li comprising a 
recordable type Li recording layer (202), the Lj recording layer (202) having a thickness d U c 
(e.g., see col. 47, 1. 64) in the groove and a thickness d L tL (e.g., see col. 47, 1. 64) adjacent the 
groove, said; second recording stack (42) being present at a position closer to the entrance face 
(bottom surface of medium as seen in FIG. 20) than the L 0 recording stack (44) (see FIG. 20); 
';, : arid a transparent ispacer layer (45) sandwiched between the recording stacks (42, 44), said 

i 

transparent spacer layer (45). having a thickness substantially larger than the depth of focus of 
the focused tadiatiombeam (in order to focus on stacks (42) and (44) separately, of course), 
;■ characterized in that the depth of the first L 0 guide groove (e.g., see col. 47, 11. 46-47) is smaller 
. than 0.15A. (e.g., see col. 48, 1. 29), the recordable type Lq and Li recording layers comprise an 
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organic dye (e.g., 1 see col. 14, 1. 36 - col. 15, 1. 12, which includes, "[a]s the recording layer for 
use as. the information layer ... an organic material, such as a coloring matter . . . 
[wherein as] the organic coloring matter, a leuco dye, such as triphenylmethane or the like may 
■be employed." ' Emphasis added. See in particular, col. 14, 11. 41-42, 49-50 and 64-65), and the 
thickness d L 0L of the L0 recording layer adjacent the groove is substantially equal to or larger 
•than the thickness d^io of the LI recording layer in the groove (cf, e.g., col. 47, 1. 64 and 1. 50). 
As per claim 2, wherein d L oc is substantially equal to or larger than 2d u L (cf., e.g., col. 

47, 1.64 and 1.50). 

' .'. '.! 

Claim Rejections -35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
i , . obviousness rejections set forth in this! Office action: 

■ : . ■ J . 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 

, \ section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 

: 1 . . such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 

having ordinary skill in the airt to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 

manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4-9: are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Nishiuchi et 
al. (US 5,764 ;6 1$)! in view of Muramatsu et al. (EP 1 067 535 A2). 
: See the description of Nishiuchi et al. (US 5,764,619), supra. 

Additionally, as per claim 5, Nishiuchi et al. (US 5,764,619) further discloses wherein a 
• idielectnC layer :(elg., 207) is present at a side of the L 0 recording layer (206) opposite from the 
side where the first reflective layer (204) is present. 

Additionally, as per claim 6, Nishiuchi et al. (US 5,764,619) further discloses wherein the 
ciieiectric layer (2;07) has a thickness in the range of 5 nm-120 nm (e.g., see col. 47, 1. 65). 
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: As per claim 4, Nishiuchi et al. (US 5,764,619) does not expressly disclose wherein d L io 
is larger than d L n> 

As per claim 7, Nishiuchi et aL (US 5,764,619) does not expressly disclose wherein a 
second reflective layer comprising a metal is present at a side of the L 0 recording layer opposite 
from the side where a first reflective layer is present. 

Muramatsu fetal. (EP 1 067 535 A2), however, discloses an analogous multi-stack optical 
data storage medium for recording having two recording stacks, wherein an Li recording layer 
' ;(2) has a; thickness duo (e.g.; see paragraph [0040]) in the groove and a thickness d L iL (e.g., see 
paragraph [0041]) adjacent the groove, wherein d L iG is larger than d L i L (e.g., see paragraph 
[0q40]-[0041])): 

: Additionally, as per claim 7, Muramatsu et al. (EP 1 067 535 A2) discloses wherein a 
v second reflective layer (3) comprising a metal (Au (gold), as per claim 9) is present at a side of 

the Lo recording l ! ayer opposite from the side where a first reflective layer (6) is present (e.g., 
, see FIG. 2 and paragraph [001 8]). 

Given the express teachings and motivations, as espoused by Muramatsu et al. (EP 1 067 
, 535 A2), it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made toiprovide land and groove thickness recording layers, as set forth in claim 4 and disc 
structure as per claim 7, to the disc of Nishiuchi et al. (US 5,764,6 19). 

The ratiqnale is as follows: one of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
' provide ,land find groove thickness recording layers, as set forth in claim 4 and disc structure as 
per claim 7, to the disc of Nishiuchi et al. (US 5,764,619) in order to provide information 

: . i • • 

> , ■ ' ■■ 

• » . . . i' ; .. • j :■ I - ' : 

■ . 1 ' ! ' ' 

'*>.*. i' 1i * r . ; • 
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reproduction that can be performed appropriately at higher recording densities associated with 

i 

DVD disc formats:(e.g., see, inter alia, paragraphs [0004-001 1]. 



As per claim 8, although Muramatsu et al. (EP 1 067 535 A2) as applied to Nishiuchi et 
al. (US 5^64,619); remains silent to wherein the second reflective layer has a thickness in the 
range of 5 nm -15 iim, such second reflective layer thickness used with the type of optical disc 

! -disclosed by Muramatsu et al. (EP 1 067 535 A2) and/or Nishiuchi et al. (US 5,764,619) are 

; -well known: 

.* ' * . . * * i .' 'i . i , , ' 

That is, given the teachings of Muramatsu et al. (EP 1 067 535 A2) and Nishiuchi et al. 

(US 5,764,619), as a whole, and given the general knowledge of one having ordinary skill in the 

art,: it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 

: made to provide; the second reflective layer thickness of Muramatsu et al. (EP 1 067 535 A2) as 
applied 'to Nishiuchi et al. (US 5,764,619), as being in a range of 5 nm -15 nm. 

The rationale is as follows: one of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
provide the second reflective layer thickness of Muramatsu et al. (EP 1 067 535 A2) as applied to 

; NishiucW ^ aL ^UjS 5,764,61$), as being in a range of 5 nm -15 nm since such range thickness of 
translucent metallic layers are conducive to light transmission and reflection as workable ranges 
- wherein light must pass to access the "upper" recording layer, have to be sufficiently thin to be 
translucent, ailbwipg light to pass through, while also not being too thin, in order to prevent 

:, pinholes from being formed in the metallic layer, -thus material diffusion, etc. Such a concept of 
thin ranged second reflection layers is well known to the average artisan when faced with such a 
particular choice of ranges fori layer thickness. 
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The claimed thickness ;of the second reflection layer, absent any unexpected results, given 
such a teaching espoused by Muramatsu et al. (EP 1 067 535 A2) as applied to Nishiuchi et al. 
i (US 5,764,6 19), would indeed cause one having ordinary skill in the art to find a workable range 
of particular .values for such a desired thin film translucent metallic layer, thus verifying the 
expected light transmissive/reflective characteristics based on translucent metallic layer 
thickness. 

X '; ' The Examiner finds this situation analogous to the optimization of a range or other 
variable within thd claims that flows from the "normal desire of scientists or artisans to improve 
upon what is already generally known." In re Peterson, 3 1 5 F.3d 1 325, 1330 (Fed. Cir. 
2003) (determining; where in a disclosed set of percentage ranges the optimum 

.•combination percentages lies is prima facie obvious). In In re Aller, 220 F.2d 454, 
456 (C.C.P.A. 1955), it was held that the discovery of an optimum value of a variable in a known 

: process is usualiypbvious. See also In re Boesch, 617 F.2d 272, 276 (C.C.P.A. 1980) 
("[Discovery of aji optimum ; value of a result effective variable in a known process is ordinarily 

j'within the skill ofthe art."); In re Geisler, 1 16 F.3d 1465, 1470 (Fed. Cir. 1997) C"[I]t is not 
inventive to discover the optimum or workable ranges by routine experimentation.'" ((quoting 

;Mer 9 220 R2d at : 456)); In re Kulling, 897 F.2d 1 147, 1 149 (Fed. Cir. 1990) (finding, no clear 
error in Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences' conclusion that the amount of eluent to be 

'used in a washing sequence was a matter of routine optimization known in the pertinent prior art 
and therefore obvious). Based; on the teachings of Muramatsu et al. (EP 1 067 535 A2) as applied 
; tp Nishiuchi et al. (US 5,764,619), and the skill of one having ordinary skill in the art,; the 
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Examiner maintains that the experimentation needed, then, to arrive at the particular claimed 
< : ranges in the instant application, is "nothing more than routine" application of a well-known 

; problem-solving strategy, Merck & Co., Inc. v. Biocr aft Labs. f Inc., 874 F.2d 804, 809 (Fed. Cir. 
1989), and the Examiner concludes this is, "the work of a skilled [artisan], not of an inventor." 
■: DyStar, 464 F.3d at 1371; seeialso In re Luck, 476 F.2d 650, 652-53 (CC.P.A. 1973) (use of 

: ■ ; ! ' routine testing to identify optimum amounts of silane to be employed in a lamp coating, without 
establishing a critipal upper limit or demonstrating any unexpected result, lies within the ambit of 
-the ordinary: skill in the art); In re Esterhoy, 440 F.2d 1386, 1389 (CC.P.A. 1971) ("One skilled 

>. in the art would thus manifestly operate the Switzer et al. process under conditions most 

?.*.'.*.'... »..»*• . '. 

i ■ \ desirable for maximum and efficient concentration of the acid. The conditions recited in the 

claims appear to us to be only optimum and easily ascertained by routine experimentation."); In 

. . .;■;■;; !:; f re Swentzel* 2 1 9 ; 'Fl2d 216, 219 (C.C.P.A. 1955) ("It may well be that the size represents the 

: largest particles suitable for appellant's purpose, but the determination of that desired size under 

",...;/ v. ; tlie. present circumstances involves nothing more than routine experimentation and exercise of 

: the judgment ;of one skilled in the art."); In re Swain, 156 F.2d 246, 247-48 (CC.P.A. 1946) ("In 

" : | ; the absence of a ipijoper showing of an unexpected and superior result over the disclosure of the 

...... . , ^ 

, prior art, no invention is involved in a result obtained by experimentation."); "the prior art would 

* r ; hiaye suggested to one of ordinary skill in the art that this process should be carried but and 

would have a ^reasonable likelihood of success." Merck, 874 F.2d at 809 (quoting In re Dow 
:>»: . Chem Co., 83,7 'F;.'2d 469, 473 (Fed. Cir. 1988)). For these reasons, the Examiner is of the 

: ; opinion, based on a preponderance of the evidence, in conjunction with analogous case law, a 
; rf: ! ; Skilled artisan would have had a reasonable expectation of success with the modification of thin 



Best Available Copy 

Application/Control Number: 1 0/525,578 Page 1 0 

Art Unit: 2627; ; ^ ; 

layer reflectivity tjhiickness to arrive at the thickness range as prescribed by claim 8. Moreover, 
it is worth noting that Muramatsu et al. (EP 1 067 535 A2) as applied to Nishiuchi et al. (US 
5;764,619), .certainly does not teach away from the claimed ranges. Thus, it is the opinion of the 
; Examiner that a requisite prima facie case of obviousness has been established with regard to the 
claims, -j ' f ' 

Response to Arguments 

; . . Applicant's; arguments filed July 17, 2007 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. . ! 

The Applicant opines at page 9 bridging page 10 of the response filed on July 17, 2007: 

, Applicants believe that a person skilled in the art starting from Nishiuchi et 
. .-aL: and confronted with the problem of how to achieve an optical data 
1 ' • storage piedium of the type mention in the opening paragraph of the 
\ : ' 1 Substitute Specification, which has a reflection level of the Lo stack and a 
modulation of recorded marks in the recording layer of the Lo recording 
, stack which is compatible with the dual-layer DVED-ROM [sic, DVD- 
ROM] specification, would not consider changing the phase change 
^ material layer to an organic dye layer because this problem is nowhere 
addressed in Nishiuchi et al. 

I ■ ; •; ; V - J : ' : : : 

The Examiner respectfully disagrees based on the facts as evidenced by Nishiuchi et al. 

■ Pertaining: tp the claims rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102 as being anticipated by the 
disclosure of Nishiuchi et al. the following should be noted. Anticipation is established only 
; >yheh a single: prio^art reference discloses, expressly or under the principles of inherency, each 
and every element of a claimed invention as well as disclosing structure which is capable of 
.performing the recited functional limitations. RCA Corp. v. Applied Digital Data Systems, Inc., 
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730 F.2ci 144b, 144, 221 USPQ 385, 388 (Fed. Cir.); cert dismissed, 468 U.S. 1228 (1984); 

W.L. Gore and Associates, Inc. v. Garlock, Inc., 72.1 F.2d 1540, 1554, 220 USPQ 303, 313 (Fed. 

Gin 1983), cert denied, 469 U.S. 851 (1984). 

The Examiner, as clearly articulated in the rejection, supra, has set forth a one-to-one 

correspondence with each and every element of the claimed invention. More concretely, as 

: recited MPEP§2 106: 

Office personnel are to give claims their broadest reasonable 
interpretation in light of the supporting disclosure. In re Morris, 127 F.3d 1048, 
• ; 1054^5, *jkUSPQ2d.|l023, 1027-28 (Fed, Cir, 1997). Limitations appearing in 
the specification but not recited in the claim are not read into the claim. In re 
:' Prater, 415 F.2d 1393, 1404-05, 162 USPQ 541, 550-551 (CCPA 1969). In re 
Zletz, 893 F.2d 319, 321-22, 13 USPQ2d 1320, 1322 (Fed. Cir. 1989) ("During 
patent examination the pending claims must be interpreted as broadly as their 
terms reasonably allow. . . . The reason is simply that during patent prosecution 
: i. when clainis can be amended, ambiguities should be recognized, scope and 

breadth of language explored, and clarification imposed An essential purpose 

[ ; ; ofpateflt eiaMination'is to fashion claims that are precise, clear, correct, and 
: imambigubtis. < Only in this way can uncertainties of claim scope be removed, as 
much as possible, during the administrative process."). [Emphasis in bold italics 
added]. 



r Moreover, bne must also bear in mind that limitations contained within Applicant's 
^arguments cannot be read into the claims for the purpose of avoiding prior art. In re Sporck, 386 
F.2d 924, 1 55 USPQ 687 (CCPA 1 968). 

• As set forth in the MPEP§ 706, "the standard to be applied in all cases is the 
"preponderance of the evidence" test. In other words, an examiner should reject a claim if, in 
: view of i the prioi-. art and evidence of record, it is more likely than not that the claim is 
unpatentable." Clearly, the Examiner has established that one of ordinary skill in the art would 
reasondbly consti^ue the orie-tp-one correspondence with each and every element of the claimed 
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invention, in the' manner set forth in the rejection, supra, by at least the preponderance of the 
evidence 

, Turning now to claim 1, Nishiuchi et al. (US 5,764,619) discloses a multi-stack optical 
d^ta storage medium (e.g., see, by mere example only, the embodiment associated with FIG. 20, 
coli'47| 5 1. 35-cdl. 48, 1. 67). The recordable type Lo and Li recording layers comprise an organic 
•dye (e,g. ? see col.; 14, 1. 36 - col. 15, 1. 12, which includes, "[a]s the recording layer for use as 
the information layer ... an organic material, such as a coloring matter . . . 
[wherein as] the organic coloring matter, a leuco dye, such as triphenylmethane or the like may 
be employed.*' Emphasis added. See in particular, col. 14, 11. 41-42, 49-50 and 64-65). 
; r< . -Clearly although Nishiuchi et al. discloses other types of uses for the disclosed optical 
recording mediurfi, such as phase-change, he also discloses alternate types including single use 
If ecordaftte discs Chichi use ah organic dye. 

V The Applicant also comments at page 1 0 of the Response : 

The Muramatsu et al. patent discloses an information recording medium, in 
which the depth d2; (corresponding to the depth of the first L 0 guide groove) 
:. ; ' , : is 140 rim (paragraph [0055]). 

! Applicants therefore submit that while Muramatsu et al. 

mky disclose some of the features of the invention as claimed in 
: ; claims 4-9, Muramatsu et al. finds it necessary to have a first 

' groove idepth of 1 40 nm, which is greater than 0. 1 5X as claimed in, 
> ' : for , example, claim 1 . 

• • The Examiner maintains that Nishiuchi et al. (US 5,764,619) already discloses such a 

• ! • ! 

groove depth teaching. That is, Nishiuchi et al. (US 5,764,619) discloses a multi-stack optical 
r data storage medium (e.g., see, by mere example only, the embodiment associated with FIG. 20, 
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eoL47!, 1. 35?66t 48, 1. 67) for recording using a focused radiation beam (7) having a 
wavelength X and entering through an entrance face (bottom side of FIG. 20) of the medium 
;during recording,; characterized in that the depth of the first L 0 guide groove (e:g., see col. 47, 11. 
. 46-47) is sirialler than 0.1 5^ (e.g., see col. 48, 1. 29). 

: '\ ••y'i;'3As--i^'ciaiiA7i Nishiuchi et al. (US 5,764,619) does not expressly disclose wherein a 
second, reflective layer comprising a metal is present at a side of the L 0 recording layer opposite 

'■ from the side wh^re a first reflective layer is present. 
; , Muramatsu et al. (EP 1 067 535 A2), however, discloses an analogous multi-stack optical 
data storage medium for recording having two recording stacks, wherein an Li recording layer 

: ; (2) ha? ; a thickness 1 d L \ G (e.g., ; see paragraph [0040]) in the groove and a thickness d L iL (e.g., see 

paragraph [0041]);adjacent the groove, wherein d L iG is larger than d L iL(e.g., see paragraph 

• ' ■ ■ ' i ■ 
.; ;[0040]-[004i])).;i i 

. Additionally, as per claim 7, Muramatsu et al. (EP 1 067 535 A2) discloses wherein a 

V :second reflective layer (3) comprising a metal (Au (gold), as per claim 9) is present at a side of 

the "to recording layer opposite from the side where a first reflective layer (6) is present (e.g., 

I isee FIG. : 2 and paragraph [00 18]). 

' "- • ' - . '•• 1 1 1 '". ' 1 i '" ■ : 

Given the express teachings and motivations, as espoused by Muramatsu et al.. (EP 1 067 
, 535 A2), it would have been pbvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was. made to provide land and groove thickness recording layers, as set forth in claim 4 and disc 

• stniqture as per claim 7, to the disc of Nishiuchi et al. (US 5,764,619) in order to provide 

* • - ■ i .' i 

information reproduction that can be performed appropriately at higher recording densities 
■ ' associated with BYD disc formats (e.g., see, inter alia, paragraphs [0004-001 1]. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 10 is tentatively objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but, 
pending an updated search, amendments or arguments presented by the Applicant and considered 

= by th^xExammer iri ireply to this office communication, would be favorably considered if 
rewritten in independent form Including all of the limitations of the base claim and any 

: ^intervening claims; 



'■[' ;•/•/;•} ■ ?;; • ' Conclusion 
: :; 1 THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 

1 . : : ^policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

. A. shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
• MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
: ^ ; MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
i ' . " ' ; the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
. ■ „ : ;: .; will expire: on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
. CFR. 1.136(a) will ;be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
•L':{, ; ; : ■ however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date'of this final action. 

: . ■'; \ Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should bb directed to William J. Klimowicz whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
: v : ■• ';; ,7577. The examinier can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (7:30AM-6:00PM). 
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: • If attempts ;to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner' s 
supervisor, William R. Korzuch can be reached on (571) 272-7589. The fax phone number for 

• ; the; organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding: the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

r- Application Ihfdrnfiation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

I applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

; system, see ';3^:f/^^^ii^A^to.goy. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
Astern, i contact th^ Electronic Business Centet (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 

-iitiformation system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or|571 -,272- 1000. : 

: {\\ ' : ; : William / Klimoftvicz 

1 '"'I Primary Examiner 

Art Unit 2627 



